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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 10, line 5, "the databases" should read "the one or more databases". 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. patent 
6,446,133 to Tan etal. 

Tan et al teach sending a query message comprising a domain name query (see 
col 9 line 39) and reviewing and classifying it based on whether it (the message and, 
consequently, the type of node that sent it) is of a first form which can be supported by a 
conventional DNS server; or if it is of a second type that cannot. See col 9 line 63. The 
examiner additionally notes that it is mentioned in the abstract that the type of encoding 
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used by a particular node to create the message is determined by the iDNS server 
before this server separates and classifies the messages. 

5. Claims 1 - 5, 8 - 19, 22 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent 5,999,530 to LeMaire et al. 

With regard to claim 1 , LeMaire et al teaches monitoring for query packets 
comprised of IGMP packets and MRDP packets, as described in col 8 lines 38+; in col 
5 lines 50+, the MRRDP packets are described as being "Discovery packets" which are 
a form of a multicast query packet. The IGMP packets taught by LeMaire et al are also 
described as being query packets in col 4 lines 58+. The packets are classisfied in the 
database based on different types, being 1 ) different Lan groups (col 8 lines 27+); and 
also 2) Those with active multicast routers and those without (col 8 lines 33+). 

With regard to claim 2, see col 5 lines 53+ where multicast routers are discussed. 
With regard to claim 3, see the above discussion where it is taught that multicast 
queriers are used. 

With regard to claim 4, the protocol is queried to discover if if is of a tyupe for 
which multicasting is used. 

With regard to claim 5, see col 10 lines 5+, where different groups are discussed. 

With regard to claim 8, the bridge sends IGMP report messages back to the 
node. See col 10 line 12. 

With regard to claim 9, note the use of multicast routing protocols in col 10 lines 

48+. 
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With regard to claim 10, note the classification in the database as described in 
col 8 lines 25+, and also note the discussion above regarding "multicast queriers". 

With regard to claims 11-12, see the discussion above regarding multicast 
routers and group membership queries. 

With regard to claim 13, note that the IGMP reports are sent through the nodes 
classified in the database. 

With regard to claim 14, note the use of router ports in col 8 lines 46+. 

With regard to claim 15, see figure 5, where a classification engine 84 works in 
conjunction with the memory 88. 

With regard to claims 16-19 and 22 - 23, see the discussion above where all 
the claim limitations are addressed. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6 - 7 and 20 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being obvious 
over U.S. patent 5,999,530 to LeMaire et al in view of U.S. patent 6,967,932 to Jensen. 

With regard to claims 6-7, LeMaire et al teach the invention as described 
above, including determining which Lan to forward the data to as discussed above and 
in col 8 lines 33+, but do not teach declassifying/reclassifying the node based upon the 
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elapse of a predetermined length of time. 

Jensen teaches determining which multicast traffic needs to be forwarded (ie, to 
which Lan) based upon the length of time in col 2 lines 45+. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided 
LeMaire et al with a means for declassifying/reclassifying the node based upon the 
elapse of a predetermined length of time in light of the teachings of Jensen in order to 
provide a means for sending a multicast packet to its proper destination. 

With regard to claims 20 - 21 , note the discussion above, where the discussion 
of a "predetermined amount of time" for node classification is found 
6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Blount whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3071. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ms. Doris To, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 7269. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




